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REMARKS 

This paper is responsive to the Non-Final Office Action dated March 15, 2005. Claims 
1-25 were examined. Claims 1 - 25 have been cancelled and new claims 26 - 49 have been 
added. Although the claims have been cancelled in favor of new claims, some of the new claims 
have been added to more precisely claim the invention and not to overcome the art of record. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C $102 

Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent Pub. 
No. 2002/0095521 by Blaukopf et al (hereinafter "Blaukopf '). Claim 22 has been cancelled. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. $103 

Claims 23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blaukopf in view of European Patent Application No. EP0841617A2 (hereinafter "Chaney"). 
Claims 23 and 25 have been cancelled. 

Claims 1-21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blaukopf in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,070,202 issued to Minkoff et al (hereinafter "Minkoff '). 
Claims 1-21 and 24 have been cancelled. 

Obvious-type Double Patenting Rejection 

Claims 1-25 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-24 of U.S. Patent Application No. 09/841,719, 
which has now issued as U.S. Patent No. 6,834,391 (parent to U.S. Patent Application No. 
10/073,851). Claims 1 - 25 have been cancelled. 

New Claims 

Applicant has added new claims 26 - 49. Applicant respectfully submits that none of the 
art of record discloses the limitations of the new claims. In particular, none of the art of record 
discloses or suggests sharing memory between a process that executes native code and a process 
that executes safe language code. Applicant respectfully submits that no new matter has been 
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added with the new claims. The claims are fully supported by the specification, particularly at 
pages 13 - 17 and in Figures 7-9. 

Conclusion 

In summary, claims 26 - 49 are in the case. All claims are believed to be allowable over 
the art of record, and a Notice of Allowance to that effect is respectfully solicited. Nonetheless, 
if any issues remain that could be more efficiently handled by telephone, the Examiner is 
requested to call the undersigned at the number listed below. 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING OR TRANSMISSION 

I hereby certify that, on the date shown below, this 
correspondence is being 

S deposited with the US Postal Service with sufficient postage 
as first class mail and addressed as shown above. 

□ facsimile transmitted to the US Patent and Trademark Office/ 
Steven R. Gilliam Date" 1 
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Respectfully submitted, 




Steven R. Gilliam, Reg. No. 51,734 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
(512) 338-6320 (direct) 
(512) 338-6300 (main) 
(512)338-6301 (fax) 
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